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Dear Barry, 

- who '/ill deliver these papers to you, lias represented me in a number 

o- ureeaoa o. Information natters and we hope will soon have time to file more. Be 
has just been admitted to the bar, so he did not file the original papers. He ’and I 
have worsen together closely in the case of Janes “arl Hay's appeals, where’ he has 
done almost all the real legal work. A ' 06 lms 

■ Ualn f - ^ ^ a filin e ^ co ^ tor me, with a close 

eadlinc th&t gives Inn little tine. I hope that as he goes over then he will be 

aole to mm copies of the* letters that can interest you. If this is the case, he 

StnJ; S S V ! l 0U f ° r ft*™ the i,0Xas ™Port.im*xx There is no rush on its 
um. gather than risk damaging it in the nail, perhaps “nureen can hold it until 

t plCiC ^, upor ' you J aTO a messenger to sagos spare, it can be left for him 

8 ^ ° f 5* C ?\ 6th noor ' 910 16 NW. He and I see each other often enough. 
is fa r all l have on±k the Texas court. I have some of it filed away 

S2ctl^fro' a ^ ( Wh't VC u hati t °* iay a f Lde * The 0886 for federai conxrol, stemming ' 
^he^hite House, i s much stronger. Those are the parts of thHSial 

,-rc.aves, -il<. that have been memory-holed. & friend obtained some copies fvm a ^exoa 
source years ago and wj»ted then verbatim in a minor magazine. 

nr °f *** report was made for me by lean *torey (he is also a real dean, 

T f -I* iS it; SW?) * **» " as * ^ber of the court of inquiry 

for which «aworska, as special counsel, had a role equivalent to J, Lee Lankin "s 

wh-i^vI^T 1 J°^ ssion * Otorey never been unfriendly to me. £e opened his files, 

JETT'S 1 ^r* “ “ arohiTe at the lav ^ - «-y « i *C i Ejs' 

, P * A '» *»» ,jecone & friend. We have had a number of long 

^alks about „hxs. Idid not tell him that investigation, on which he was ex officio, 

2? ® W b0 f ause he wss involved la only part of it, which we did discuss 

J f i° U Z° r * ttn f' and ,n 0 t now for publication, I think how Jaworaki 
t?bf k T- ^ C S ne 0i , the t e2a8 hoys m this area will fascinate you. I have 

V M w ^ tea and *»*t want to throw it away. For your Imiediate understanding 

St ST!! % t!K federBl 18 *•' ^ *“ -" ta - 4 

a i 1 !! 18 further why 1 P h °ned you to suggest you ask for the tech- 
Sff 4 * “ 8 ****** system * 1 am sure it will destroy all their accounts of 

these mysterious disappearances, perhaps to the point of criminality. Where reel-to- 
ret! uipe recorders are used for voice recording, automatic reverse has been available 
to my toowlodgs for at least six years, commercially and inexpensive^ $£ 

l|,notneoessary to turn the reel over mechanically and the Sngth of time is 
.^^txfication ot the machines used will establish whether or not they have 

VV 0 , reGBOn f0r th ° baCkUp mchine not t0 ^ permanently 

As I remaaber^deaap's testtoo^r (Ld^Hfdltes are c^STl’ml^ly 

S St Tn a a C< ? VeIUent P 0 ^' ™ s «ould make the 5" reel look legitimate if it 
were not. To my knowledge, recorders that take larger than 7 B reels are in 

whTt^+h alie ff d , NiXOn IXi; ’ pose8 * A ‘ idio stations use them, I believe at 15 / 1 6, to ^ake 
a 5 aey tope, of what is actually broadcast. 

was wifJ not £ ollow the Levant testimony closely, what Lean would talk about 

iXOn * eaR slXJnt that ouad «y «ith Shaffer. The 9 p.m. SOB meeting f Slowed 

weT With " igby ^ WhiCh ^ Wa8 ^Plioit/While 

® Pn0ne c ? nversati on with ^tersen, which has to have involved 
^ e.xnt recorder or there would be danger of cross-talk. 


Sincerely, 


P.3. Later 11/3/73 

All the news to which I've had access, with the Post’s strike, is the AP "B" 
wire in the local paper and the 8 a.m. CBS set radio news. What they report is 
entirely consistent with my suggestions. 

As reported, -Bull's testimony is what I take to be deliberately evasive. In 
the light of it and other news reported, I strongly believe that a critical re- 
reading of Haldeman* s night be productive, beginning with hia volunteered info 
about having heard the tapes, as X recall it, he does not address the existence of 
the 4/15 tape. Bather he says merely that he did not listen to it. With Bean's 
credxbulity the issue, there is no possibility he would have avoided playing it, 
assuming no perjury, if it existed. Assuming the integrity of Bean’s version 
and recalling the message to Nixon via ^igby, I would also postulate tijat Nixon 
could have known his main taping system" was "inoperative" and that he had an 
auxiliary one within the room. 

Actually, dependable ones of this character are inexpensive. I have often 
thought of equipping one of mine for such use but X didn't because my purposes, 
which would not be sneaky, could be misconstrued, (hy concern is over the ham in 
witnesses when they see a mike.) Prom my experience with one police department, in 
which I then used a jerry-rigged attache-case standard, inexpensive recorder, the 
results are dependable in even a noisy environment. 3o, if Nixon had one in an 
attache, case, he'd have a secret one of which his own staff would not know, i'his 
could make sense of ^ean's description, for the pickup range of such an arrange- 
ment is more limited, a machine like my Sony TC 40 need not be hidden, would be 
silent, and would not be detected if any case were taken in placing it. it could go 
for an hour on drug~3tAre suppliers. 

Yuli’s other, or the lawyers , ox Nixon's tape— recorded comments fascinates. 

If made after* he "discovered tnat the tape does not exist, they are no more meaningful 
than any other recollection of more than a year later. If made earlier, why woyld he 
hade made them when he had the tape, unless he knew he did not have the tape? This 
suggests what I suggested earlier, that knowing he did not want his system to record 
what he and ^ean discussed, he had it off. I believe this is an alternative to 
deliberate destruction, for I do not believe the malfunction contrivance. 

Given what is involved, it does not seem unreasonable to wonder if the “aldeman 
audition, which cooes at a lime that amkes it possible, was really a device for »n« hHn C 
the disappearance of the crucial tapes.Haldeman was aygue on those he had. 

If my recollection of Haldeman* a testimony is correct, Nixon had heard these 
tapes (dates unspecified) before asking Haldeman to listen to them, which he did twice. 

If Bean s testimony is truthful W/fegea convicts Nixon of a crime. U an it be believed 
that of ail the tapes this one would not be listened to by both Nixon and Haldeman? 

(When I first heard the- Haldeman testimony, I felt that the real purpose of his listening 
to the tapes nas to cue him in.) Or, given the burning White House desire to get Bean, 
if the tape made a perjurer of hia, it would not have^been used? 

There is another explanation of the Part 1 than Bull offered. If it was a dub onto 
5" reels to fit a portable aaohine that does not take" 7" reels, the boxes of 5" reels 
would be properly identified. And if the original reel was more than 7" or if there 
were more than one 7" reel, then there would be more than two parts to the ha dubs. 

I see no reason to assume original taping on 5" reels, every reason to assume other 
than 5” reels, and thus would suspect that if 5" reels are delivered to the court they 
are not originals, another reason for knowing what exquiptaent is used in the total 
installation. With retrieval a problem in such volume, I would expect the gadgetry 
to include com. ercial radio cuing machines, fast-players. Perhaps even timers. 


